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The Pre-Appeal Panel (hereinafter "Paiier) is respectfully requested to consider 
this Request, which is submitted in accordance with the Pre-Appeal Brief Conference 
Program rules. A listing of the rejected claims is provided in Applicant's Response dated 
31 July 2008, on pages 3-13 thereof. The Final Office Action dated 19 June 2008 
contains the rejections of record ("OA"). The Applicant asks the Panel to reconsider the 
rejections of record in view of the arguments currently of record and the following 
comments. Because of the requirements of brevity, Applicant discusses only independent 
Claims 1,20 and 26. 
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§102(e) Rejection of independent Claims 1, 20 and 26 

Independent Claims 1, 20 and 26 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 02(e) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0018765 Al to 
Muhlestein et al, ("Muhlestein"). However, Muhlestein fails to disclose all of the recited 
features of these claims. 

The Office Action dated 19 June 2008, fails to adequately address the recitation of 
"an operating environment supporting a pipeline of a plurality of object-based 
commands" in Claim 1. While the Muhlestein reference discusses a set of commands 
that may be entered on a command line, it fails to disclose, a "pipeline of object-based 
commands". The Office fails to recognize this distinction. The distinction may be 
summarized as follows: 

i. ) a pipeline of a plurality of commands, the pipeline entefable on the 

command-line 

ii. ) a collection of commands, a command within the collection 

enterable on a command-line 
The Office asserts that the element of the claim 1 as represented by item i.) is 
disclosed by Muhlstein in a citation represented by ii.) above. Applicant disagrees. A set 
of objects that are to be selected from and a set of objects that are to be used together are 
not equivalent. The set of commands disclosed by Muhlstein is a set of commands to be 
selected from for input on the command line. The pipeline recited in claim 1 is a set of 
commands to be entered together on the command line. This is consistent with the 
definition of a pipeline of commands as it is know in the art. The Applicant has submitted 
that the term pipeline of commands is well known in the art and has presented supporting 
evidence in verbal communication with the Office and on page 18 of the response dated 



2 



MSI-1742US 
10/693,589 



1 

5 
7 

10 
II 

13 
14 
15 
I A 
17 
18 
19 
20 

23 
24 



31 July 2008. Therefore, Applicant respectfully submits that Claim 1 is allowable over 
Muhlstein as Muhlstein does not disclose or suggest all of the elements of claim 1 . 

Applicant respectfully submits that Muhlstein does not disclose or suggest all of 
the elements of claim 20, and claim 20 is allowable for at least similar reasons given for 
the allowability of claim 1 above. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Muhlstein does not disclose or suggest all of 
the elements of claim 26, and claim 26 is allowable for at least similar reasons given for 
the allowability of claims 1 and 20. 

Conclusion 

In accordance with the above, the Panel is respectfully requested to reconsider and 
withdraw the rejections of the claims. Reconsideration of each dependent claim is also 
requested, Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and prompt allowance of the 
subject application. 



Respectfully Submitted. 




Bea ICoempel-Thomas 
Reg. No. 58,213 
509.324.9256 ext. 259 



Clay D. Hagler 
Reg. No. 61.804 
509.324.9256 ext. 223 
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